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Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

AMENDMENT A 

Sir: 

In response to the election requirement set forth in the Office Action of August 25, 2003, 
Applicant offers the following comments. 

Applicant elects to prosecute in this application claims directed to invention I as defined in 
the aforementioned Office Action by the Examiner, Thus, Applicant elects to prosecute claims 1- 
6, 13-16 and 18-21. Thus, claims 7-12 stand withdrawn from the subject application. 

In response to the Examiner's election requirement based on the Examiner's position that 
the claims directed to the recited method and recited product represent distinct inventions, 
Applicant offers the following comments in traversal of this position. 
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As stated by the Examiner in the Office Action, inventions are distinct and thus subject to 
an election requirement in a pending patent application if it can be shown that (1) the claimed 
process can be used to make other materially different products, or (2) that the claimed product can 
be made by another materially different process. In the present case, the coating, or product, 
recited in claims 7-12 cannot be formed by a process different than that recited in claims 1-6, 13- 
16 and 18-21. The unique process/method recited in claims 1-6, 13-16 and 18-21 permits the 
inner metallic antistatic layer of the multi-layer coating recited in claim 7 to be provided with a 
precisely controlled thickness within a range of 1 8-35 nm and a precisely controlled light 
refractive index within the range of 1 .8-2.2. Similarly, the inventive method/process recited in 
pending claims 1-6, 13-16 and 18-21 allows the outer antireflective layer of the video display 
panel multi-layer coating to be provided with a precisely controlled thickness within the range of 
1 10-140 nm and a precisely controlled light refractive index within the range of 1 .3-1 .47. There is 
no other known method other than the sputtering process recited in claims 1-6, 13-16 and 18-21 
for precisely controlling the thickness and also the refractive index of an inner metallic antistatic 
layer and an outer antireflective layer used in a multi-layer coating for a video display panel. Not 
only is there no other known process or method other than that recited in claims 1-6, 13-16 and 18- 
21 for producing the multi-layer coating of claims 7-12, but the process recited in these claims is 
not adapted for use in producing another product materially different than the multi-layer coating 
recited in claim 7-12. The Examiner alleges that one of ordinary skill could make the claimed 
product recited in claims 7-12 by spraying the inner metallic antistatic layer rather than depositing 
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it by sputtering as recited in method claims 1-6, 13-16 and 18-21. However, spraying of this type 
of layer on the surface of a video display panel will not provide the precise control of coating layer 
thickness and thus the precise control of the layer's optical characteristics such as its refractive 
index. In fact. Applicant developed the present invention to replace known methods such as spin 
and spray coating and vacuum vapor deposition which do not provide the precise coating layer 
thickness control of the claimed invention. There is no known method other than that recited in 
claims 1-6, 13-16 and 18-21 for controlling the thickness of an inner metallic antistatic layer and 
an outer antireflective layer deposited on a video display panel as precisely recited in these claims 
other than the claimed sputtering process. For these reasons, it is respectfully requested that the 
election requirement be withdrawn and that all of pending claims 1-16 and 18-21 be examined in 
this application. 

With this amendment, this application is now believed to be in condition for examination. 
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